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Abstract In order to investigate production pathways of methyl iodide and controls on emissions from
the surface ocean, a set of repeated in vitro incubation experiments were performed over an annual cycle
in the context of a time series of in situ measurements in Kiel Fjord (54.3N, 10.1E). The incubation experi-
ments revealed a diurnal variation of methyl iodide in samples exposed to natural light, with maxima during
day time and losses during night hours. The amplitude of the daily accumulation varied seasonally and was
not affected by ﬁltration (0.2 mm), consistent with a photochemical pathway for CH3I production. The
methyl iodide loss rate at nighttime correlates with the concentration accumulated during daytime suggest-
ing a ﬁrst-order loss mechanism (R25 0.29, p << 0.01). Daily (24 h) net production (Pnet) was similar in mag-
nitude between in vitro and in situ mass balances. However, the estimated gross production (Pgross) of
methyl iodide ranged from20.07 to 2.24 pmol L21 d21 and was up to 5 times higher in summer than Pnet
calculated from the in situ study. The large excess of Pgross over Pnet in summer revealed by the incubation
experiments is a consequence of large losses of CH3I by as-yet uncharacterized processes (e.g., biological
degradation or chemical pathways other than Cl2 substitution).
1. Introduction
Methyl iodide is amajor carrier of gas phase iodine from the ocean into the atmosphere. In the atmosphere,
CH3I participates in several catalytic cycles important for air quality and climate [Solomon et al., 1994;Davis et al.,
1996; Carpenter et al., 1999;McFiggans et al., 2000;O’Dowd et al., 2002]. Since the ﬁrst detection of CH3I in the
atmosphere by Lovelock andMaggs [1973], many investigations have been performed to identify its sources.
In the ocean, several different potential sources of CH3I have been proposed. Macroalgae were shown to pro-
duce CH3I in coastal regions [Lovelock, 1975a, 1975b; Manley et al., 1992; Laturnus et al., 1995; Nightingale
et al., 1995]. For the ocean as a whole, phytoplankton have been hypothesized to be more important than
macroalgae in terms of global biological CH3I production [Moore and Tokarczyk, 1993; Manley and delaCuesta,
1997; Shaw et al., 2003; Smythe-Wright et al., 2006; Hughes et al., 2011]; however, estimates of such biological
sources vary and are controversial. Smythe-Wright et al. [2006] estimated global biological production rates of
5.33 1011 g yr21 with Prochlorococcus as a primary source based on culture experiments and observations in
the Atlantic and Indian oceans. However, Brownell et al. [2010] calculated a global CH3I production rate of only
8.53 107 g yr21 (equivalent to 0.6 Mmol yr21) from Prochlorococcus, which is 1000-fold lower than estimated
by Smythe-Wright et al. [2006]. Hughes et al. [2011] attempted to reconcile these estimates by suggesting that
the rates of CH3I production by Prochlorococcus in culture varies with cell physiological status. Other biological
production sources in the ocean have been reported. Amachi et al. [2001] reported experiments suggesting
that oceanic bacteria (e.g., Alteromonas macleodii IAM) are capable of producing CH3I under environmental
concentrations of I2 (0.1 mM). Klick and Abrahamsson [1992] argued for the possibility of planktonic CH3I pro-
duction based on observation of diatom-rich seawater samples with higher CH3I concentrations. A set of simi-
lar investigations has been conducted which also made the case for CH3I production by diatoms (>10 mm)
[Moore et al., 1996; Manley and delaCuesta, 1997; Xie et al., 1999; Toda and Itoh, 2011].
A source of CH3I via photochemical production in surface seawater has been suggested frequently as an
alternative to biological production. Moore and Zaﬁriou [1994] presented experimental evidence for a
photochemical production pathway based on short-term (maximum 2 h) incubations. Longer-term (>24 h)
ﬁeld incubation experiments with open ocean waters conducted by Richter and Wallace [2004] and
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Wang et al. [2009] were also interpreted to support photochemical production. The former study included
experiments with poisoned and ﬁltered samples. A photochemical mechanism was inferred by Happell and
Wallace [1996] from their geographical correlation analysis between measured CH3I concentrations and a
number of environmental factors. Shi et al. [2014] presented a temporal correlation analysis of seasonal con-
centration variations in a nearshore environment that was also consistent with photochemical production
of CH3I but which could not rule out a biological source when temporal variability of the net production
rate was considered. Archer et al. [2007] presented a temporal correlation analysis in shelf waters that noted
the similarity of the seasonal trends of CH3I concentration and light, consistent with a photochemical pro-
duction mechanism. However, based on their observations of the variations of [CH3I] in the water column
they argued for a biological production pathway. Ziska et al. [2013] noted higher CH3I concentrations in sub-
tropical gyres, which they considered consistent with photochemical production. Bell et al. [2002] simulated
oceanic and atmospheric concentrations of CH3I assuming a photochemical CH3I source dependent on only
light and DOC. Stemmler et al. [2014] also modeled the CH3I production globally and suggested that a pho-
tochemical process is the best way to explain the global surface concentration variations. However, the rela-
tive importance of biological and photochemical production of CH3I is still debated, perhaps because
biological and photochemical processes are likely to be coupled in that a source of organic carbon (as well
as light) is required for photochemical production of CH3I. We note that the highest CH3I production rates
in the above mentioned culture experiments did not explicitly rule out the possibility of abiotic, photo-
chemical production taking place within the cultures.
The main sink of methyl iodide from the surface ocean has generally been considered to be its loss to the
atmosphere. Estimates of this global sea-to-air ﬂux vary from 1.9 3 1011 to 1.3 3 1012 g yr21 [Liss and Slater,
1974; Rasmussen et al., 1982; Singh et al., 1983; Reifenhauser and Heumann, 1992; Moore and Groszko, 1999;
Bell et al., 2002; Richter and Wallace, 2004; Ziska et al., 2013]. A second major sink for methyl iodide in sea-
water is nucleophilic substitution by chloride and bromide, as suggested ﬁrst by Zaﬁriou [1975]. Elliott and
Rowland [1993] calculated the temperature dependent chemical loss rate of methyl iodide, with the rate
constant for the dominant reaction with chloride at 22C being 1.0 3 1026 L mol21 s21. Bell et al. [2002]
used these rates to calculate a global in situ sink of CH3I via reaction with Cl
21 of 2.6 3 1011 g yr21. A third
possible sink for CH3I is biological degradation. Bell et al. [2002] hypothesized that an additional biological
loss should exist based on their model calculations. Moore [2006] estimated a ‘‘nonchemical loss’’ (deﬁned
as in situ losses due to processes other than reaction with chloride) from incubation experiments with open
ocean surface waters. The loss rates ranged from <1 to 15% d21 assuming a pseudo ﬁrst-order loss process.
In this study, we will refer to this ‘‘nonchemical loss’’ as ‘‘nonchloride loss’’ to allow for the possibility of addi-
tional uncharacterized chemical loss processes as well as biological (e.g., microbial) removal processes.
Another potential sink of CH3I from surface seawater is lateral and, especially, vertical mixing with water
containing lower concentrations of CH3I. However, even in open ocean waters where CH3I concentrations
decrease below the euphotic zone, the downward mixing loss has been shown to be negligible in compari-
son with the sea-to-air ﬂux and chemical loss [e.g., Richter and Wallace, 2004].
In this work, a set of repeated long-term incubation (in vitro) experiments of 2.5 days duration were con-
ducted over 1 year using samples of seawater collected from a nearshore, brackish environment, in order to
investigate sources and sinks of methyl iodide. Simultaneously, and at the same location, the seasonal cycle
and mass balance of in situ methyl iodide concentrations were investigated [Shi et al., 2014]. In this paper,
production and loss rates of CH3I are estimated based on the results of the in vitro incubation experiments,
and used to calculate the daily mass balance of CH3I over an annual cycle, which is compared with results
from the in situ study.
2. Methods
2.1. Incubation Experiments
Incubation experiments with natural seawater (salinity: 13–16) were conducted from August 2009 to
November 2010 in the Kiel Fjord. Seawater was sampled directly from the surface (0.5 m) of the Fjord from
a pier in front of GEOMAR’s west shore building (54.3N, 10.1E). The experiments involved long-term incu-
bations (57 h) of natural seawater samples at natural light levels, as well as in the dark (12 light samples and
8 dark samples per experiment). In this study three treatments of seawater samples were used: natural
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seawater samples or ‘‘original’’ untreated samples (O), the ‘‘ﬁltered and prepurged samples’’ (F), and the
‘‘nonﬁltered and prepurged samples’’ (NF).
The ‘‘ﬁltered and prepurged samples’’ (F) comprised natural seawater (7 L) which had been ﬁltered stepwise
through 20, 5, and ﬁnally 0.2 mm membrane ﬁlters under 5 bars pressure. After ﬁltration, most of the plank-
ton had been removed, although the samples were not axenic and small bacteria (e.g., <0.2 mm) could
have remained. The ﬁltered seawater was bubbled (prepurged) for 5 h with synthetic air (35–45 mL min21)
to reduce the initial concentration of volatile iodinated organic compounds (20–30% of original methyl
iodide remained in the seawater). Use of synthetic air assured that dissolved oxygen remained high in the
sample (e.g., 150 mmol L21 in original seawater compared to 138 mmol L21 after the 5 h purge). The ‘‘nonﬁl-
tered but prepurged samples’’ (NF) represented unﬁltered natural seawater that had been bubbled for 5 h
with synthetic air at the start of experiment.
After these sample treatments, 20 subsamples (each 300 mL) were placed in sealed quartz bottles. Twelve
of the subsamples were exposed to the natural light dark cycle, while eight subsamples were kept in the
dark. The quartz-ﬂasks were incubated (upside down) at 0.5 m depth under the sea surface in front of GEO-
MAR’s west shore building in order to keep the experimental conditions as close to natural temperature
and light (‘‘sunlit samples’’) as possible. The ‘‘dark samples’’ were kept in a closed box ﬁlled with water of the
same temperature. Samples were taken for analysis every 5 h for the light treatments and every 12 h for the
dark treatments, corresponding to approximate measurement times of 08:00, 12:00, 17:00, and 22:00 every
day. Every sample was analyzed in triplicate, the mean value of each sample (standard deviation <15%)
was used in this work.
2.2. Analysis of Halocarbons
A purge and trap (dynamic headspace) method was used for the analysis. The volatile organic compounds
(e.g., CH3I) were released from the seawater samples into the gaseous phase by a continuous 30 mL min
21
gas ﬂow of helium for 40 min at a purge temperature of 50–60C. The purged gas stream was dried by
Naﬁon dryers (50 cm length) and the volatiles were trapped in a glass tube (1=400 ID) ﬁlled with a 25 mm
length of glass beads above liquid nitrogen (N2) at 2100C. The volatiles were released at high temperature
(100C) and trapped again on a deactivated glass capillary (50 cm length, 0.53 mm ID) in liquid nitrogen.
The analytes were then injected into the GC at room temperature. For all measurements a FISONS 8000 gas
chromatograph (GC) was used, equipped with a RTX-VGC column (60 m long; coated: 1.4 mm, column diam-
eter: 0.25 mm) and electron capture detector (ECD) with helium carrier gas. The temperature program of
the GC oven was 25C for 6 min, increased to 150C at 6C/min, and held at 150C for 1 min.
Calibrations were performed by injecting microliter volumes of liquid standards via a septum port, into the
purge vessel containing prepurged tap water and analyzed in the same way as seawater samples. Three
stock standard solutions were prepared in 10 mL pentane. The ﬁnal standards for calibration were then pre-
pared by serial dilutions of the stock solutions into methanol. All chemicals were purchased from Merck,
and all stock solutions were stored at 220C. Every working standard was measured three times. The stand-
ard deviation of triplicate measurements ranged from 13% to 23%. The detection limit of the method was
0.06 pmol L21.
Meteorological data (collected every 8 min), including solar radiation (SSR) and sea surface temperature (SST),
were provided by the Maritime Meteorology research unit at GEOMAR (http://www.geomar.de/en/research/
fb1/fb1-me/). The annual cycle of SSR and SST are presented in a companion paper [Shi et al., 2014].
3. Results
3.1. Diurnal Variability
The variations of CH3I concentrations during a 57 h incubation experiment conducted in July 2010 are plot-
ted in Figure 1. The results show a diurnal variation of methyl iodide under irradiation in both nonﬁltered
(NF) and ﬁltered (F) samples compared with samples that were kept in the dark. The ‘‘sunlit’’ samples
showed an increase during daylight hours and a decrease at night. Notably, for ‘‘sunlit’’ samples, almost all
of the CH3I produced in the day was consumed during the night such that a long-term buildup of CH3I in
the ﬂasks was small compared to the diurnal variations. For instance, the CH3I concentration in the three
morning samples (08:00) increased only slightly over the entire incubation experiment (average of increase
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over 24 h of 0.05 pmol L21 for NF samples and 0.5 pmol L21 for F samples (Figure 1), compared to day-
time variation of 1.35 pmol L21 for NF sample and 1.53 pmol L21 for F sample (from 08:00 to 17:00).
Both the concentration measured at each time-point (overall range of 0.67–5.84 pM) and the amplitude of
the daytime increase (range of 0.18–1.53 pM from 08:00 to 17:00) varied from experiment to experiment. In
order to characterize a typical daily cycle, the results from all (NF, F, and O samples) experiments (n5 24)
were normalized for each 24 h time period (from 08:00 to 08:00 on second day, and 08:00 on second day to
08:00 on third day). The normalized concentrations for the different time-points over a 24 h period were cal-
culated as
½CH3Inor5
½CH3I2½CH3Iinitial
½CH3Ipeak2½CH3Iinitial
; (1)
where [CH3I]nor is the normalized concentration of CH3I, [CH3I] is the concentration measured at an individ-
ual time-point, [CH3I]initial is the concentration in the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples analyzed at 08:00 for that 24 h time
period, and [CH3I]peak is the maximum concentration measured during the 24 h time period in the ‘‘sunlit’’
samples. For the ‘‘dark’’ samples, [CH3I]initial is the concentration in the ‘‘dark’’ samples analyzed at 08:00 for
each 24 h time period, and [CH3I]peak is the maximum concentration in the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples during the
same 24 h time period. Subsequently, average values of these normalized concentrations were calculated
for each daily sampling time from all 24 incubation experiments.
The normalization procedure yields the typical daily cycle for the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples during incubations based
on data collected over an entire annual cycle (Figure 2a). From early morning (08:00), the CH3I concentration
increases to a maximum at 17:00 within the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples. Hence, the maximal daily value of [CH3I]
lagged the maximum of SSR in cycle by 5 h. Sometime around 17:00 the CH3I concentration started to
decrease rapidly until near midnight (22:00). From 22:00 to 08:00 of the next day, the concentration of CH3I
Figure 1. Variation of CH3I concentrations in (left) nonﬁltered samples (NF) and (right) ﬁltered samples (F) for incubations conducted in July 2010: Sunlit samples—solid line with circles;
dark samples—dashed line with stars. Vertical hatched lines denote light dark cycles. The red dashed lines (top plots) present the variation of irradiance during each experiment. Each
experiment started at 08:00.
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changed only slightly. Note
however that the exact timing
of peak and minimum concen-
trations are not well-deﬁned
due to the still-limited time
resolution of the sampling. On
average, over 24 h of incuba-
tion, the CH3I concentration
changed only slightly and the
daily accumulations were small
(see above and Figure 2a, red
dashed line). The daytime
increase and the net daily
accumulation will be discussed
in sections 3.2 and 4.2. Figure
2b illustrates the mean, nor-
malized concentrations for the
‘‘dark’’ samples. The CH3I con-
centration in the ‘‘dark’’ sam-
ples varied only very slightly
over the entire 24 h period.
Comparison of the ‘‘sunlit’’
samples and ‘‘dark’’ samples
(Figure 2) indicates that sam-
ples exposed to sunlight had
much higher daytime accumu-
lations compared to samples
kept in the dark.
Based on this ‘‘typical’’ average
daily cycle, we calculated the
daytime accumulation
(D[CH3I]day) in the ‘‘sunlit’’ sam-
ples for each experiment as the
CH3I concentration increase
over the 9 h interval between 08:00 and 17:00. Similarly, the nighttime loss (D[CH3I]night) was calculated as
the concentration decrease measured between 17:00 and 08:00 on the second day.
3.2. Seasonal Variability and Filtration Effects
Incubation experiments were conducted from spring through winter in order to examine seasonal varia-
tions of the CH3I production. The daytime accumulations of CH3I (D[CH3I]day) from the 2.5 day incubation
experiments (NF, F, and O samples) conducted from February to November were averaged and are shown
in Figure 3d. The D[CH3I]day in sunlit samples ranged from 0.04 to 2.05 pmol L
21 and from20.33 to 0.45
pmol L21 in the dark samples. A seasonal cycle of D[CH3I]day with a clear maximum in summer and early fall
(from June to September) and a minimum in winter (from November to February) was observed for the sun-
lit samples, whereas there was no apparent seasonality for the dark samples (Figure 3d).
For the Nonﬁltered samples (NF), a maximum value of D[CH3I]day of 1.53 pmol L
21 was observed in July
with the minimum value of 0.04 pmol L21 observed in November (Figure 3a) (No incubation experiments
with NF samples were conducted in August and September). The seasonal variation from the more limited
number of experiments conducted with ﬁltered samples (F) were consistent with the results of the nonﬁl-
tered (NF) experiments (Figure 3b). A maximum accumulation of 1.35 pmol L21 of CH3I in ﬁltered samples
was observed in July (summer), whereas only 0.21 pmol L21 of CH3I accumulated in experiments conducted
at the end of October (fall). For experiments with the original samplers (O), the highest value of D[CH3I]day
(2.05 pmol L21) was observed in September, with lower values found in winter time (from November to
February).
Figure 2. Normalized daily cycle of CH3I based on all 24 experiments in (a) the sunlit sam-
ples (solid line) and (b) in the dark samples (dashed line). The red dashed line represents,
schematically, that the net daily accumulation over a 24 h period is small. The black dashed
line represents the annual average of the daily variation of irradiance in Kiel. The error bars
are 95% conﬁdence intervals. No error bar is shown for the ﬁrst point, because the normal-
ized concentration for the ﬁrst time-point was always zero by deﬁnition, for all 24 h periods.
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Similar magnitudes of diurnal variability of CH3I were observed for both NF and F samples during the incu-
bations (Figure 3, in blue frame). In June, the D[CH3I]day for NF samples was 0.89 and 0.76 pmol L
21 for the
F samples. The difference of D[CH3I]day between the NF and F samples was small, with overlapping error
bars (95% conﬁdence).
4. Discussion
4.1. Diurnal Variation
The incubation experiments revealed a diurnal cycle of CH3I in ‘‘sunlit’’ samples that appears closely linked
to the daily light cycle but with a time-lag of 5 h. A link to irradiance is consistent with the seasonal obser-
vations of in situ concentrations in the Kiel Fjord reported in the companion paper [Shi et al., 2014]. The 5
h time-lag between peak irradiance and maximum daily [CH3I] likely reﬂects a balance between light-
dependent production and concentration-dependent loss processes (see below section 4.4).
Richter and Wallace [2004] and Moore [2006] also conducted incubation experiments in sealed bottles, but
they did not resolve diurnal variability, because they analyzed the incubation samples over longer intervals
(24 and 15 h, respectively). Our study has higher temporal resolution (5 h) than previous studies and can
give new insight into diurnal production and cycling of methyl iodide. To our knowledge, there has been
only one prior study to have examined diurnal variability of CH3I concentrations in a natural system [Ekdahl
et al., 1998]. They observed two maxima of CH3I concentrations over 24 h (from 16:00 to 18:00 and from
2:00 to 5:00) in a rock pool containing macroalgae. They suggested that the ﬁrst maximum was associated
with photosynthesis by the algae in daytime and the second was suggested to have been associated with
macroalgal respiration during nighttime.
4.2. Daytime and Daily Accumulation
The incubation experiments were conducted over a full seasonal cycle, and the amplitude of D[CH3I]day
showed a clear seasonal pattern (see Figure 3). It was notable that most of the CH3I produced in sunlit sam-
ples during the day was subsequently degraded at night. In contrast, CH3I concentrations remained invari-
ant in samples that were kept in the dark (Figure 2b). The daily accumulation (D[CH3I]24h) was calculated as
the variation of [CH3I] between 08:00 and 08:00 of the following day and monthly averages are presented
Figure 3. Daytime accumulation of CH3I (D[CH3I]day) (see deﬁnition in section 3.1) during incubation experiments conducted over a year
for (a) Nonﬁltered samples (NF), (b) Filtered samples (F), (c) Original samples (O), and (d) the mean of all samples. Red shading denotes the
‘‘sunlit’’ samples, black shading denotes samples kept in the dark. Error bars represent 95% conﬁdence intervals; each incubation experi-
ment resulted in three values for daytime accumulation.
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in Figure 4. Note, that there were 2 3
24 h cycles so that two values of
D[CH3I]24h were resolved per incuba-
tion experiment. Overall, daily accumu-
lation values in the sunlit samples were
positive; however, the monthly aver-
ages were not statistically different
from zero in most months, so that a
seasonal signal could not be clearly
identiﬁed.
The observation of higher daytime and
daily accumulation in sunlit samples is
consistent with the observations from
prior incubation experiments reported
by Richter and Wallace [2004] and
Moore [2006]. Richter and Wallace
found that the accumulation of methyl
iodide in dark samples over a 24 h
period was only 0.72 pmol L21 (mean) compared with 4.08 pmol L21 (mean) in samples exposed to a natu-
ral light dark cycle [Richter and Wallace, 2004]. Moore [2006] reported CH3I accumulation of 0.02 pmol L
21 in
dark samples after a 48 h incubation and 10 times higher accumulation of CH3I in samples exposed to a nat-
ural light dark cycle [Moore, 2006]. All of these studies provide evidence that solar radiation promotes pro-
duction of CH3I in surface seawater. However, as noted, the earlier studies did not resolve possible diurnal
variation of [CH3I].
The daytime accumulation rate was calculated based on the accumulation during the daytime period
(D[CH3I]day) only (i.e., over 9 h; from 08:00 to 17:00), whereas the daily accumulation rate was calculated
based on the accumulation of methyl iodide over 24 h (D[CH3I]24h), such that
Rateday5
D½CH3Iday
9h
or Rate24h5
D½CH3I24h
24h
: (2)
Both the daytime accumulation rates and the daily accumulation rates of different samples in different sea-
sons were calculated as hourly rates and are presented in Tables 1 and 2. Here it should be noted that the
daytime accumulation rates were 10 times higher than the daily accumulation rates because methyl iodide
produced during day was degraded during night.
The daytime accumulation rates (Rateday) in summer during this study (0.1–0.2 pmol L
21 h21) are lower
than the 1.0–1.5 pmol L21 h21 reported for short-term (<2 h) incubations conducted under artiﬁcial light
by Moore and Zaﬁriou [1994]. The latter used artiﬁcial light with an intensity of 1325 W m22 over 280–
1100 nm. In our study, the strongest light level (in summer) was 498 W m22 over 310–2800 nm (average
from 08:00 to 17:00). The different light intensities might be one reason to explain the difference of the day-
time (or short-term) accumulation rates in the presence of light (Table 1).
Figure 4. Seasonal variation of the monthly average daily accumulations
(D[CH3I]24h) calculated from the incubation experiments. Error bars represent 95%
conﬁdence intervals. The method of calculation is presented in the main text.
Table 1. Comparison of Daytime Accumulation Rates (Rateday in pmol L
21 h21) in Nonﬁltered Samples (NF) or Filtered Samples (F)
Rateday Moore and Zafiriou [1994] This Study (2009–2010)
Incubation time 2 h 9 h
Sample source Coastal North seawater Coastal Kiel Fjord water
Latitude 52.6N 54.3N
Irradiance (W m22) 1325 (artﬁcial)a 498 (summer)b
Samples Light Dark Light Dark
F (pmol L21 h21) 1.11 0.15 0.14 0.04
NF (pmol L21 h21) 0.17 0.04
aAt a solar zenith angle of 48 , over 280–1100 nm.
bAverage from 08:00 to 17:00 over 310–2800 nm.
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The daily accumulation rates (Rate24h) in this study ranged from 0.008 to 0.03 pmol L
21 h21 (in Table 2). Our
results are similar in magnitude to the results of multiday incubations reported by Moore [2006]. Moore [2006]
conducted two incubation experiments using offshore waters (station T5: 50N, 45W) during two cruises in
the North Atlantic in spring and summer of 2003. They observed daily accumulation rates (Rate24h) of only
0.005 to 0.015 pmol L21 h21 in ‘‘sunlit’’ samples (>50 h incubation). However, both sets of rates are 10 times
lower than daily rates reported by Richter and Wallace [2004] (0.17 pmol L21 h21 for NF samples and 0.10
pmol L21 h21 for F samples) in the tropical Atlantic. Moore [2006] explained their lower daily accumulation
rates possibly due to the average light level during their incubations being reduced by frequent fog.
There were several differences between all of these studies. As noted above, the different light intensities
might be one factor. Richter and Wallace [2004] conducted incubation experiments at 10N under clear
skies. They did not report actinic measurements; however, the irradiation at 10N is typically 8 times higher
than at 50N. The difference might also be attributable, at least in part, to the different water types used in
these studies. In our study, coastal water was used, compared with offshore North Atlantic water used by
Moore [2006] and oligotrophic water of the tropical Atlantic used by Richter and Wallace [2004]. The differ-
ent water types might have impacted light absorption and/or photochemical precursor concentrations and
hence production rates, but they might also have impacted chemical or biological loss processes (see below
section 4.4).
4.3. Filtration Effects
As discussed in section 1, the relative importance of abiotic and biotic processes underlying methyl iodide
production in the ocean continues to be debated [Stemmler et al., 2014]. In order to determine if methyl
iodide production is mainly associated with biological activity or photochemistry, a comparison between
incubations of ﬁltered and unﬁltered natural seawater samples was performed. Note that whereas our sam-
pling location lies well outside the natural region of Prochlorococcus occurrence [Urbach et al., 1992; Parten-
sky et al., 1999], diatoms are present in Kiel Fjord [Sommer, 1996].
No signiﬁcant difference of the daytime accumulations of CH3I (D[CH3I]day) was observed between NF and F
samples (Figure 3, blue frame). June and July were chosen for the ﬁltered/nonﬁltered comparison, because
these months experience strongest solar radiation intensity and also higher biological activity. Our observa-
tions appear to be consistent with the arguments expressed in earlier studies [e.g., Moore and Zaﬁriou,
1994; Happell and Wallace, 1996; Richter and Wallace, 2004; Moore, 2006; Stemmler et al., 2014; Shi et al.,
2014] that the production of methyl iodide in the ocean is not directly biological (i.e., metabolic) but rather
photochemical. Nonetheless, Richter and Wallace [2004] observed that the CH3I accumulation in ﬁltered
samples from the tropical Atlantic was 30% lower than in untreated samples. They suggested this may
have been a result of organic precursor removal via ﬁltration, rather than a difference in biological activity
due to ﬁltration per se. Compared with the 0.1 mm membrane ﬁlter used in their study, a 0.2 mm membrane
ﬁlter was used in our study. The daily accumulation (D[CH3I]24h) in ﬁltered samples was 11% (mean) lower
than that in the unﬁltered samples but this difference was not statistically signiﬁcant.
4.4. Loss Processes
In our experiments, the loss of CH3I during nighttime was much larger in samples that had been incubated
in the light. As a consequence, the daily accumulation of CH3I over a full 24 h period (D[CH3I]24h) was low
(Table 2 and Figures 1 and 4). Figure 5 shows the correlation between CH3I concentrations and loss rates in
Table 2. Comparison of Daily Accumulation Rates (Rate24h in pmol L
21 h21) in Nonﬁltered Samples (NF) or Filtered Samples (F)
Rate24h Moore [2006] Richter and Wallace [2004] This Study (2009–2010)
Incubation time 50 h 24 h 24 h
Sample source Offshore water Tropical Atlantic Coastal Kiel Fjord water
Latitude 50N–55N 10N 54.3N
Irradiance (W m22) 0.5 (with fog)a 500–590 (daily mean)b 498 (summer)c
Samples Light Dark Light Dark Light Dark
F (pmol L21 h21) 0.005–0.015 0.0004 0.1 0.02 0.03 0.01
NF (pmol L21 h21) 0.17 0.03 0.008–0.01 20.006 to 0.002
aAverage over 12 h, light intensity at 411 nm.
bDaily average (12 h) for latitude range of global horizontal irradiation map by SolarGIS [2014].
cAverage from 08:00 to 17:00 over 310–2800 nm.
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the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples and the
‘‘dark’’ samples (R25 0.29,
p << 0.01 and R25 0.03,
p5 0.45, respectively). The
loss rate of CH3I correlated
with its concentration for the
‘‘sunlit’’ samples. The correla-
tion, while signiﬁcant, exhib-
its a lot of scatter which may
be a result of the limited
time-resolution of our data,
other measurement uncer-
tainty, and the possibility
that additional factors may
affect loss rates (e.g., temper-
ature, CDOM, etc.).
The commonly considered
losses for CH3I in ﬁeld studies
are the sea-to-air ﬂux and
nucleophilic substitution
[Elliott and Rowland, 1993;
Nightingale et al., 2000;
Richter and Wallace, 2004;
Moore, 2006; Archer et al., 2007]. Of these two loss processes, the sea-to-air ﬂux tends to dominate for sur-
face waters [Nightingale et al., 2000; Richter and Wallace, 2004; Chuck et al., 2005; Moore, 2006; Archer et al.,
2007]. However, during our incubation experiments, a sea-to-air loss was excluded because the ﬂasks were
sealed. Using the reaction rates of Elliott and Rowland [1993], nucleophilic substitution rates by chloride ion
were calculated. The average for Kiel Fjord waters from May 2009 to July 2010 was 0.002 pmol L21 h21
(range: 4.2 3 1025 to 0.006 pmol L21 h21, as a result of the different temperatures in summer of 21C and
winter of 20.5C), which is equivalent to 0.047 pmol L21 d21 and a range of 0.001–0.147 pmol L21 d21.
However, the observed nighttime loss rate of CH3I from our ‘‘sunlit’’ incubation ﬂasks was 1–2 orders of
magnitude higher, averaging 0.11 pmol L21 h21 (range: 0.0001–0.48 pmol L21 h21). For the ‘‘dark’’ samples,
loss rates were also higher than predicted from chloride substitution, averaging 0.03 pmol L21 h21 (range:
0.003–0.07 pmol L21 h21). These results suggest that additional loss pathways were operating during our
incubations. There are two main possibilities:
1. Bacterial degradation: some bacteria are likely to have passed through the 0.2 mm ﬁlters or remained on
bottle walls, and our incubation experiments were not axenic. As noted above, Moore [2006] reported ‘‘non-
chloride loss’’ rates ranging from <1 to 15% d21 (mean: 7%) based on incubation experiments using 13C
labeled methyl iodide in open ocean waters. However, the nighttime loss rates for our ‘‘sunlit’’ incubations
were>80% d21. Bacterial degradation is one possible mechanism to explain this large loss. Richter and Wal-
lace [2004] conducted incubation experiments with alternative treatments, including samples that had been
ﬁltered in parallel to samples that had been poisoned with mercury (II) chloride (the poisoned water still con-
tained bacterial cells and organic matter, but without metabolism). Their poisoned samples had slightly
higher CH3I accumulation, which might have been consistent with reduced bacterial degradation, but the dif-
ference was not statistically signiﬁcant. They speculated that removal of organic precursors led to the
decreased accumulation of CH3I in their ﬁltered samples. However, their experiments were not designed to
resolve diurnal variability. As a result, the experiments did not provide any information on nighttime losses.
2. Chemical degradation: alternatively, CH3I might be lost via an additional, as-yet unknown, chemical deg-
radation pathway. Figure 5 suggests ﬁrst-order (or higher) kinetics for the loss process in the ‘‘sunlit’’ sam-
ples, but not in the ‘‘dark’’ samples. We ﬁnd this difference between the sunlit and dark incubations hard to
reconcile with a bacterial degradation process. We speculate that the higher removal rates in the ‘‘sunlit’’
samples may be the result of reaction with an unknown, photochemically produced, reactive species.
Clearly, an explanation for this behavior requires further experimental investigation.
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Figure 5. Loss rates of CH3I as a function of peak daytime concentrations in both (a) ‘‘sunlit’’
samples (circles) and (b) ‘‘dark’’ samples (stars). Solid lines represent linear regressions. The
dashed line in Figure 5b depicts the loss rates expected due to chloride substitution as calcu-
lated for the maximum temperatures (20C) encountered during the study.
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4.5. Correlations With Seasonally Varying Parameters
The time series of incubation experiments presented here were conducted over the same time period as a
study of in situ variations published in the companion paper of Shi et al. [2014]. The annual cycles of irradi-
ance, CDOM, nutrients, SST, salinity, and Chla for the same sampling location are presented in Shi et al.
[2014], where they were used to investigate correlations with monthly mean concentrations of in situ [CH3I]
and estimates of daily production rates. They found that solar radiation had the strongest positive correla-
tion (R25 0.93) of all variables with [CH3I], which appeared to be consistent with the hypothesis that SSR is
the primary forcing of CH3I production in surface seawater, through a photochemical pathway. However,
they also found that the daily net production rates (Pnet) of CH3I derived from the seasonal time series was
correlated at zero lag with SST, SSR, and Chla (there was no correlation of [CH3I] or Pnet with nutrients, salin-
ity, or CDOM). The broad seasonal peak of Pnet made it impossible to distinguish the key factor controlling
CH3I net production using the in situ concentration data alone.
During our incubation experiments, D[CH3I]day also showed a pronounced seasonal cycle with higher day-
time accumulations in summer months (Figure 3). Weak but signiﬁcant correlations were observed of
D[CH3I]day with both SSR and SST (R
25 0.45 and 0.49, respectively, p << 0.01, Figure 6). These regressions
conﬁrm that SSR and/or SST are closely linked to the daily production of methyl iodide in the incubation
experiments. As discussed in the companion paper of Shi et al. [2014], the temporal (and geographical) vari-
ation in SST is determined strongly by irradiance. Thus, the positive correlation with SST could also be due
to the inﬂuence of light and remain consistent with SSR as the primary forcing of CH3I production. In the
case of this incubation study, the lack of difference of D[CH3I]day between F and NF samples lends some fur-
ther support for the photochemical production pathway.
4.6. Insight Into the Mass Balance of CH3I in the Kiel Fjord
A seasonal mass balance of CH3I in the Kiel Fjord was examined using monthly in situ time series study [Shi
et al., 2014], collected in parallel with these incubation studies. The results of the incubation experiments
can be compared with this in situ mass balance. In Shi et al. [2014], the daily (24 h) mass balance for CH3I for
surface waters in Kiel Fjord was given as
D½CH3I24h5Pnet2Lsea2air2LSN22LMix; (3)
where Lsea-air is the daily sea-to-air ﬂux of CH3I, LSN2 is the ‘‘chemical’’ loss due to nucleophilic substitution of
Cl2 for I2. Pnet is the daily net production of CH3I (in units of pmol L
21 over a 24 h period). However, the
diurnal data from the incubation experiments revealed additional, uncharacterized losses that are not
Figure 6. Scatterplots of the daytime accumulation of CH3I (D[CH3I]day) versus (a) SSR and (b) SST during the incubations. Red triangles
denote NF-samples, black circles are F-samples, and blue stars are O-samples.
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represented in equation (3), which
implies that the overall production of
CH3I must be considerably larger than
Pnet. In analogy with biological pro-
duction we refer to this as gross pro-
duction (Pgross) deﬁned as
Pgross5Pnet1Lother: (4)
When applying equation (3) to the
sealed ﬂasks of the incubation experi-
ments it is obvious that Lair-
sea5 Lmix5 0, so that equation (3)
reduces to
D½CH3I24hr5Pnet2LSN2 ; (5)
where LSN2 is calculated using the cor-
responding daily average tempera-
ture, salinity, and CH3I concentration.
Although the monthly averages of
CH3I accumulation over 24 h
(D[CH3I]24h) were not statistically
signiﬁcant in most months because of experimental and measurement error, an estimate of Pnet was
calculated using equation (5) in order to allow comparison with the Pnet values calculated from the in situ
study.
Further, the accumulation in the incubation ﬂasks during the daytime can be deﬁned as
D½CH3Iday5PgrossðdayÞ2LotherÞ2LSN2ðdayÞ; (6)
where D[CH3I]day represents accumulation during the daytime period only (i.e., over 9 h; approximately
from 08:00 to 17:00). Note that here, Lother(day) and LSN2(day) are calculated for a 9 h period rather than for a
24 h period as in equation (3). For the remaining nighttime period, we assume that Pgross5 0 and that the
loss rate remains unchanged so that
D½CH3Inight52LSN2ðnightÞ2LotherðnightÞ (7)
Here Lother(night) and LSN2(night) are calculated for a 15 h period (from 17:00 to 08:00 of the second day). Loth-
er(night) can therefore be estimated directly from the nighttime decreases in CH3I concentration observed
during the incubations. While the loss rate from ‘‘sunlit’’ samples appears to correlate with CH3I concentra-
tion (Figure 5), the estimate of Lother(night) represents an average loss rate for the range of CH3I concentra-
tions present in the ﬂasks over the nighttime period. The daytime concentration increase and range of CH3I
concentrations is similar to the nighttime concentration decrease/range and we therefore assume that aver-
age Lother(night) is appropriate also for the loss over the daytime period, Lother(day), as well. Given these
assumptions, Pgross was calculated using equation (6) and its monthly average values are plotted in Figure 7
(red line).
The values of Pnet derived from the incubation experiments can be compared with Pnet values derived
from the ﬁeld time series study. The latter exhibited strong seasonality, varying from near-zero in winter
months to maximum values of 0.576 0.15 pmol L21 d21 in summer (Figure 7, black line). Pnet derived
from incubation experiments (Figure 7, blue line) was 0.466 0.19 pmol L21 d21 in summer (June to
August) and 0.146 0.33 pmol L21 d21 in winter (November to February). Hence, although it was not pos-
sible to detect a seasonal cycle, the overall magnitude of Pnet derived from the incubations is in good
agreement with Pnet values derived from the ﬁeld study [Shi et al., 2014]. Pgross is much higher than both
estimates of Pnet in summer (from July to October). The difference reﬂects the excess of CH3I production
over loss by uncharacterized processes, such as those listed and discussed in section 4.4. Both the incu-
bation experiments and the time series revealed a close, seasonal relationship between CH3I production
and light intensity.
Figure 7. Seasonal variations of gross CH3I production (Pgross) based on incubation
experiments (red line; see equation (6)), Pnet derived from the incubation experi-
ments (blue line; see equation (4)), and Pnet based on the ﬁeld sampling (black
line) (as calculated in Shi et al. [2014]). The production estimates are for daily pro-
duction amounts (i.e., over 24 h period). Note that here, Pgross is expressed on a
per day basis; however, we have assumed that all production takes place during
the daytime hours.
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5. Summary
‘‘Whole-bottle’’ (quartz-ﬂask) long-term (57 h) incubation experiments were conducted to examine the pro-
duction of methyl iodide in nearshore, brackish waters from July 2009 to July 2010. A strong diurnal varia-
tion of methyl iodide was observed in the samples incubated under natural light conditions. This has not
been observed before, likely because prior incubation experiments did not resolve the diurnal cycle. On
average, the concentration of methyl iodide in the sunlit samples increased between 08:00 and 17:00, and
decreased from 17:00 to 08:00. Compared to these sunlit samples, the CH3I concentration in dark control
samples varied only slightly over 24 h. This, and lack of a signiﬁcant difference between ﬁltered and nonﬁl-
tered samples implies that solar radiation plays an important role in the CH3I production process.
Methyl iodide loss during nighttime was unexpectedly large in the ‘‘sunlit’’ samples. The large nighttime
losses caused the daily net accumulation of CH3I over 24 h periods to be low. During our incubation experi-
ments, the calculated loss rate due to chloride substitution was 1–2 orders of magnitude lower than the
observed loss rate of CH3I. The loss rates of CH3I correlated with its concentrations in the sunlit samples, but
not in the dark samples. For the dark samples, loss rates were also higher than predicted due to chloride
substitution alone. These results suggest that additional loss pathways were operating during our incuba-
tions. One possibility is bacterial degradation, because our incubation ﬂasks were not axenic. However, the
difference of loss rates between the sunlit and dark incubations is hard to reconcile with a bacterial degra-
dation processes alone. Another possibility for the higher removal rates in the sunlit samples may be reac-
tion with an unknown, photochemically produced, reactive species. The mechanisms of loss during
nighttime require further experimental investigation.
A mass balance for CH3I was calculated based on the results of incubation experiments, assuming that Pgross
is zero in the night, and Lother is an average loss rate for the range of [CH3I] during nighttime, which is also
appropriate as daytime loss rate. Given these assumptions, Pgross and Pnet were calculated on a monthly basis.
Pgross showed a strong seasonal variation with a maximum in summer and a minimum in winter, but it was
not possible to resolve seasonal variable in Pnet. The values of Pnet ranged from20.69 to 0.67 pmol L
21 d21,
consistent with Pnet values derived from the accompanying ﬁeld study [Shi et al., 2014]. Pgross is much higher
than both estimates of Pnet, especially in summer months. The difference implies an additional (uncharacter-
ized) loss pathway for CH3I, such as microbial degradation or ‘‘nonchloride’’ chemical degradation.
In summary, the diurnal variability observed in the incubation ﬂasks shows that short-term production (and
loss) rates can be very much higher than the rates estimated from long-term, low frequency trends and
budgets. This has important implications for the interpretation of rates calculated from prior incubation
studies using natural light, which have not resolved the diurnal cycle, as well as for the design of future ﬁeld
and experimental studies.
References
Amachi, S., Y. Kamagata, T. Kanagawa, and Y. Muramatsu (2001), Bacteria mediate methylation of iodine in marine and terrestrial environ-
ments, Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 67(6), 2718–2722, doi:10.1128/aem.67.6.2718-2722.2001.
Archer, S. D., L. E. Goldson, M. I. Liddicoat, D. G. Cummings, and P. D. Nightingale (2007), Marked seasonality in the concentrations and sea-
to-air ﬂux of volatile iodocarbon compounds in the western English Channel, J. Geophys. Res., 112, C08009, doi:10.1029/2006JC003963.
Bell, N., L. Hsu, D. J. Jacob, M. G. Schultz, D. R. Blake, J. H. Butler, D. B. King, J. M. Lobert, and E. Maier-Reimer (2002), Methyl iodide: Atmos-
pheric budget and use as a tracer of marine convection in global models, J. Geophys. Res., 107(D17), 4340, doi:10.1029/2001JD001151.
Brownell, D. K., R. M. Moore, and J. J. Cullen (2010), Production of methyl halides by Prochlorococcus and Synechococcus, Global Biogeo-
chem. Cycles, 24, GB2002, doi:10.1029/2009GB 003671.
Carpenter, L. J., W. T. Sturges, S. A. Penkett, P. S. Liss, B. Alicke, K. Hebestreit, and U. Platt (1999), Short-lived alkyl iodides and bromides at
Mace Head, Ireland: Links to biogenic sources and halogen oxide production, J. Geophys. Res., 104(D1), 1679–1689.
Chuck, A. L., S. M. Turner, and P. S. Liss (2005), Oceanic distributions and air-sea ﬂuxes of biogenic halocarbons in the open ocean, J. Geo-
phys. Res., 110, C10022, doi:10.1029/2004JC002741.
Davis, D., J. Crawford, S. Liu, S. McKeen, A. Bandy, D. Thornton, F. Rowland, and D. Blake (1996), Potential impact of iodine on tropospheric
levels of ozone and other critical oxidants, J. Geophys. Res., 101(D1), 2135–2147.
Ekdahl, A., M. Pedersen, and K. Abrahamsson (1998), A study of the diurnal variation of biogenic volatile halocarbons, Mar. Chem., 63(1–2),
1–8, doi:10.1016/S0304-4203(98)00047-4.
Elliott, S., and F. S. Rowland (1993), Nucleophilic-substitution rates and solubilities for methyl halides in seawater, Geophys. Res. Lett., 20(11),
1043–1046.
Happell, J. D., and D. W. R. Wallace (1996), Methyl iodide in the Greenland/Norwegian Seas and the tropical Atlantic Ocean: Evidence for
photochemical production, Geophys. Res. Lett., 23(16), 2105–2108.
Hughes, C., D. J. Franklin, and G. Malin (2011), Iodomethane production by two important marine cyanobacteria: Prochlorococcus marinus
(CCMP 2389) and Synechococcus sp (CCMP 2370), Mar. Chem., 125(1–4), 19–25, doi:10.1016/j.marchem.2011.01.007.
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank K. Stange for
providing technical support during the
incubation experiment period. We
would also like to thank the Maritime
Meteorology Department at GEOMAR
for the meteorological data. Funding
for this work was provided by Surface
Ocean Processes in the Anthropocene
(SOPRAN) project (03F0611A and
03F0662A) and by the Canada
Excellence Research Chair (CERC) in
Ocean Science and Technology at
Dalhousie University. The data for this
article are available at PANGAEA Data
Publisher for Earth and Environmental
Science (link: http://doi.pangaea.de/10.
1594/PANGAEA.833268). The
meteorological data supporting Figure
6 are available at GEOMAR-ME (Frauke
Nevoigt, fnevoigt@geomar.de).
Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans 10.1002/2014JC010223
SHI ET AL. VC 2014. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 12
Klick, S., and K. Abrahamsson (1992), Biogenic volatile iodated hydrocarbons in the ocean, J. Geophys. Res., 97(C8), 12,683–12,687, doi:
10.1029/92JC00948.
Laturnus, F., G. Mehrtens, and C. Gron (1995), Haloperoxidase-like activity in spruce forest soil a source of volatile halogenated organic-
compounds, Chemosphere, 31(7), 3709–3719, doi:10.1016/0045-6535(95)00220-3.
Liss, P. S., and P. G. Slater (1974), Flux of Gases across the Air-Sea Interface, Nature, 247(5438), 181–184, doi:10.1038/247181a0.
Lovelock, J. E. (1975a), Atmospheric halocarbons and stratospheric ozone—Reply, Nature, 254(5497), 275–275.
Lovelock, J. E. (1975b), Natural halocarbons in air and sea—Reply, Nature, 258(5537), 776–776.
Lovelock, J. E., and R. J. Maggs (1973), Halogenated hydrocarbons in and over Atlantic, Nature, 241(5386), 194–196.
Manley, S. L., and J. L. delaCuesta (1997), Methyl iodide production from marine phytoplankton cultures, Limnol. Oceanogr., 42(1), 142–147.
Manley, S. L., K. Goodwin, and W. J. North (1992), Laboratory production of bromoform, methylene bromide, and methyl-iodide by macro-
algae and distribution in nearshore Southern California Waters, Limnol. Oceanogr., 37(8), 1652–1659.
McFiggans, G., J. M. C. Plane, B. J. Allan, L. J. Carpenter, H. Coe, and C. O’Dowd (2000), A modeling study of iodine chemistry in the marine
boundary layer, J. Geophys. Res., 105(D11), 14,371–14,385.
Moore, R. M. (2006), Methyl halide production and loss rates in sea water from ﬁeld incubation experiments, Mar. Chem., 101(3–4), 213–
219.
Moore, R. M., and R. Tokarczyk (1993), Volatile biogenic halocarbons in the Northwest Atlantic, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 7(1), 195–210.
Moore, R. M., and O. C. Zaﬁriou (1994), Photochemical production of methyl-iodide in seawater, J. Geophys. Res., 99(D8), 16,415–16,420.
Moore, R. M., M. Webb, R. Tokarczyk, and R. Wever (1996), Bromoperoxidase and iodoperoxidase enzymes and production of halogenated
methanes in marine diatom cultures, J. Geophys. Res., 101(C9), 20,899–20,908, doi:10.1029/96JC01248.
Moore, R. M., and W. Groszko (1999), Methyl iodide distribution in the ocean and ﬂuxes to the atmosphere, J. Geophys. Res., 104(C5), 11163,
doi:10.1029/1998JC900073.
Nightingale, P. D., G. Malin, and P. S. Liss (1995), Production of chloroform and other low-molecular-weight halocarbons by some species
of macroalgae, Limnol. Oceanogr., 40(4), 680–689.
Nightingale, P. D., G. Malin, C. S. Law, A. J. Watson, P. S. Liss, M. I. Liddicoat, J. Boutin, and R. C. Upstill-Goddard (2000), In situ evaluation of
air-sea gas exchange parameterizations using novel conservative and volatile tracers, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 14(1), 373–387.
O’Dowd, C. D., J. L. Jimenez, R. Bahreini, R. C. Flagan, J. H. Seinfeld, K. Hameri, L. Pirjola, M. Kulmala, S. G. Jennings, and T. Hoffmann (2002),
Marine aerosol formation from biogenic iodine emissions, Nature, 417(6889), 632–636.
Partensky, F., W. R. Hess, and D. Vaulot (1999), Prochlorococcus, a marine photosynthetic prokaryote of global signiﬁcance, Microbiol. Mol.
Biol. Rev., 63(1), 106–127.
Rasmussen, R. A., M. A. K. Khalil, R.. Gunawardena, and S. D. Hoyt (1982), Atmospheric methyl iodide (CH 3 I), J. Geophys. Res., 87(C4), 3086,
doi:10.1029/JC087iC04p03086.
Reifenh€auser, W., and K. G. Heumann (1992), Bromo- and bromochloromethanes in the Antarctic atmosphere and the south polar sea,
Chemosphere, 24(9), 1293–1300, doi:10.1016/0045-6535(92)90054-U.
Richter, U., and D. W. R. Wallace (2004), Production of methyl iodide in the tropical Atlantic Ocean, Geophys. Res. Lett., 31, L23S03, doi:
10.1029/2004GL020779.
Shaw, S. L., S. W. Chisholm, and R. G. Prinn (2003), Isoprene production by Prochlorococcus, a marine cyanobacterium, and other phyto-
plankton, Mar. Chem., 80(4), 227–245.
Singh, H. B., L. J. Salas, and R. E. Stiles (1983), Methyl halides in and over the eastern Paciﬁc (40N–32S), J. Geophys. Res., 88(C6), 3684, doi:
10.1029/JC088iC06p03684.
Shi, Q., G. Petrick, B. Quack, C. Marandino, and D. Wallace (2014), Seasonal variability of methyl iodide in the Kiel Fjord, J. Geophys. Res., 119,
1609–1620, doi:10.1002/2013JC009328.
Smythe-Wright, D., S. M. Boswell, P. Breithaupt, R. D. Davidson, C. H. Dimmer, and L. B. E. Diaz (2006), Methyl iodide production in the
ocean: Implications for climate change, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 20, GB3003, doi:10.1029/2005GB002642.
SolarGIS (2014), GeoModel Solar, Bratislava, Slovakia. [Availabe at http://solargis.info/doc/_pics/freemaps/1000px/ghi/SolarGIS-Solar-map-
World-map-en.png.]
Solomon, S., R. R. Garcia, and A. R. Ravishankara (1994), On the role of iodine in ozone depletion, J. Geophys. Res., 99(D10), 20,491–20,499.
Sommer, U. (1996), Nutrient competition experiments with periphyton from the Baltic Sea, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser., 140, 161–167.
Stemmler, I., I. Hense, B. Quack, and E. Maier-Reimer (2014), Methyl iodide production in the open ocean, Biogeosci., 11, 4459–4476, doi:
10.5194/bg-11-4459-2014.
Toda, H., and N. Itoh (2011), Isolation and characterization of a gene encoding a S-adenosyl-L-methionine-dependent halide/thiol methyl-
transferase (HTMT) from the marine diatom Phaeodactylum tricornutum: Biogenic mechanism of CH3I emissions in oceans, Phytochem-
istry, 72(4–5), 337–343, doi:10.1016/j.phytochem.2010.12.003.
Urbach, E., D. L. Robertson, and S. W. Chisholm (1992), Multiple evolutionary origins of prochlorophytes within the cyanobacterial radiation,
Nature, 355(6357), 267–270, doi:10.1038/355267a0.
Wang, L., R. M. Moore, and J. J. Cullen (2009), Methyl iodide in the NW Atlantic: Spatial and seasonal variation, J. Geophys. Res., 114, C07007,
doi:10.1029/2007JC004626.
Xie, H. X., M. G. Scarratt, and R. M. Moore (1999), Carbon disulphide production in laboratory cultures of marine phytoplankton, Atmos. Envi-
ron., 33(21), 3445–3453, doi:10.1016/S1352-2310(98)00430-0.
Zaﬁriou, O. C. (1975), Reaction of methyl halides with seawater and marine aerosols, J. Mar. Res., 33(1), 75–81.
Ziska, F., et al. (2013), Global sea-to-air ﬂux climatology for bromoform, dibromomethane and methyl iodide, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13(17),
8915–8934, doi:10.5194/acp-13-8915-2013.
Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans 10.1002/2014JC010223
SHI ET AL. VC 2014. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 13
